The difference in this respect between the Soviet Union
and the United States of America, for ins lance, is general-
ly known. Direct damage alone, inflicted by the Hitlerites
on the Soviet territory they occupied, has been estimated at
128 billion dollars. Nobody -can deny the enormous damage
caused to the Soviet people by German occupation.

Quite different is the case of the United States of
America which, fortunately, was not subjected to enemy
occupation, and, what is more, enriched itself during the
war. Published data testify to the fact that the profits of
big property owners in the U.S.A. reached unprecedented
proportions during the war years. Under these circum-
stances the representative of the American Government may,
perhaps, object to the payment of reparations to the Soviet
Union. But in order that this objection may be recognized
as well-founded and just, it must be shown that it rests at
least on some sort of moral basis. It is all the more obvious
that this objection is groundless since it contradicts the
obligations assumed by the United States Government, as
well as by the Government of Great Britain, at the Yalta
and Potsdam conferences.

I
HOW THE MATTER OF REPARATIONS STANDS
The Government of the U.S.A. proposes to us that rep-
aration deliveries from current industrial production
should cease. But no-thing is said as to how matters stand
with regard to reparations on account of equipment deliv-
eries. This omission is not accidental. Suffice it to say
that the Potsdam agreement envisaged reparation deliveries
of equipment from the Western zones of Germany to
twenty -Allied countries, but in the whole period ending
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